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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 3-28,34-43,69 and 70 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly 
claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

The independent claims recite the terms "standard product", "patterned 
special type product" and "non-patterned special type products". The usage of 
"standard" and "type" render the claims indefinite. Looking at applicant's 
specification, page 3, lines 3-6; page 3, lines 7-1 1 ; and page 4, lines 8-10, the 
definition of these terms uses indefinite, such as "normally" and "relatively", 
language too. 

The examiner suggest that applicant use more definite language, such as 
- fixed shape and fixed size product --, - fixed shape, variable size product --, 
and - new product --. 

Claim 3, lines 20-22, recites "a display system", which is included under 
what the "design management system" comprises. It is not clear why a part of 
the terminal system is included as part of the design management system. 
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Claim 3, lines 3-5 recites "input information", "displaying information" and 
"the information". The term "information" is being used too often without 
antecedent basis to be clear. This is also true for the term "product". 

Claim 3, lines 7, 9, and 10 recite "a product facility", "selecting a facility", 
and "the product facility". If one selects a facility, there would be more that one 
facility in line 7 and line 10 would be -the selected facility--. Currently it is 
unclear. It is also not clear how the term "product" is used. Can there be a 
"special product facility" or can only "standard product facilities" be selected? 
The question emphasizing the problem with the term "standard" and the unclear 
use of the term "product". 

The claims are replete with inconsistencies as describe above. Please 
review all claim language. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 

Claims 34-43, as best understood by the examiner, are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Matsuzaki et al. 
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Mtsuzaki et al. shows, figure 2, a custom-made manufacturing system. 
Customer input unit 1-1 and action monitor 1-2 (terminal and display) allow the 
user to interact with the order taking and manufacturing part of the product 
specification defining system. Items 1-1, 1-2, and 1-14 are connected to the rest 
of the system by network and are therefore remote. There is a Standard Product 
module 1-7 (standard commodity memory). There is a Form Transforming unit 1- 
5 (patterned special type commodity memory). Column 6, lines 13-60, describes 
the interaction of the user inputs and the stored design data and displays 
products for the user. If no changes are made to a standard design, the price, 
time and display are based on that of a standard part (inherently there is a 
determination). If the user modifies a standard design, the price, time and 
display are based on that of a "patterned special type part (inherently there is a 
determination). The specification storing unit 1-11 (a receiver) receives data 
from user input and existing designs and outputs parts data to the product model 
storing unit 1-12. Figure 9, bottom show a virtual street, which manages the 
customer's visit schedule. The virtual street shows the choices of products 
(electronic catalogue) above and avoids inputs not allowed (introduction of 
malfunctions). There is a customer management "data storing unit" 1-14 
(customer database). Figure 24 shows the cost and due date estimating. The 
input data includes critical dimensions (tolerance is an inherent data item in parts 
specifications with critical dimensions). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claims 3-28, 69 and 70 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Matsuzaki et al. in view of Peterson. 

Matsuzaki et al., as described above, shows all of the limitations of the 
claims except for specifying selectable facilities and working in sheet metal. 

Peterson teaches, in the "background", column 1, "Manufacturing complex 
pieces of equipment such as vehicles is not always done from start to finish at a 
single manufacturing facility. Many of the components of vehicles are 
subcontracted out to other manufacturers (a practice called "out-sou rcing"), who 
make the parts at their own facilities, or are subcontracted out to subsidiaries at 
other locations. " Out-sourcing maximizes resources in manufacturing a multi- 
part apparatus. Column 6, lines 24-25, teaches sheet metal as a common 
material. 

Based on the teaching of Peterson, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, to modify the 
Matsuzaki et al. system to incorporate the practice of out-sourcing in order to 
maximizes resources in manufacturing a multi-part apparatus. 
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Note - In context to claim 3, the labeling of a specific product (sheet metal 
mold, is considered to be non-functional descriptive language and has been 
given the appropriate patentable weight. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Michael Cuff whose telephone number is 
(571 ) 272-6778. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 to 5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Alexander Kalinowski can be reached on (571) 272-6771. 
The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571-273-8300. Information regarding the status of an application 
may be obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) 
system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about 
the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center 
(EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Conclusion 




Michael Cuff 
January 22, 2007 



